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AN ENGINEER TURNED PAMPHLETEER.

A few months ago General J. G. BARNARD,
of the United Btates Corps of Engineers, pub-
lished a small volame entitled The Peninsu-
lar Campaign and its Auntecedaents, ss developed
by the Report of Major General George B. Mo-
Olellan and other Public Documents.” Tt pur-
ported to be & “ review ”’ of that campaign, but in
reality it was a coasrse and malignant personal at-
tack on the military reputation of Gen. MeClellan.
When he wrote his “review’”” Gen. Barnard was
only a Brigadier General of Volunteers. Since
the publication of his “review’ he has been
made 8 Mujor General of Volunteers. Sic itur
ad astra. -

We have said that Gen. Barnard’s work is a
coarse and malignant personal attack on Gen. Me-
Clellan, It certainly is not the treatise of a sol-
dier who respoots his profession or of a gentleman
who respects the amenities of discussion. In it
Gen. McClellan is oharged with ¢ mismangement
in the face of the enemy,” with ¢ culpable negli-
genoe,” with ‘“more than childish levity and
obstinacy,” with “having forfeited every claim
to generalship even of the most indifferent charac-
ter,”” and as if these reflections on the professional
character of his former commander (for whom he
one professed a warm admiration and friendship)
oonld not satisfy his lust of defamation, Gen. Bar-
nard undertakes to impeach the truthfulness and
candor of Gen. MeClellan’s report by levelling
sgainst it the grossest accusations, as where, for
instance, he charges Gen. MoClellan with resorting
to an “unworthy subterfuge,” (p. 20,) with
¢ stultifying his own conclusions,” (p. 21,) with
falsifioations which bear ¢ the stamp of disingenu-
ous afterthoughty”? (p. 25,) and other such dishon-
orable imputations.

It will be seen that this writer is fluent
in erimination, if mot cogent in the evidence
by which he sustsins his charges. What adds
to the wantonness of his charges is the statement
by which they are prefaced, when at the thresh-
old of his volume Gen. Barnard, in speaking
of his relations with Gen. McClellan, does mot
scruple to write, “ with no man have I ever, with
» more absolute freedom from any other feeling
than one of personal kindness, been so long closely
associated, snd if, at any momeat, there seemed
to me to exist any elight grounds for complaint,
they were never such as to bo remembered or to
have any abiding place in my breast.”

When this “ review,” thus reeking with person-
al vilification of the commander under whom he
had served, and with whom he had so “ long been
olosely associated,” first oame under our notice, we
gave to its contents a oareful perusal, because we
were told that the political enemies of Gen. MeClel-
lan desiguned to use it for the purpose of helping to
¢kill him off”” as a eandidate for the Presidency,
first before the Chicago Convention, and secondly,
in osse of bis nomination, before the people. As
the result of our perusal we very naturally came to
the conclusion, as every intelligent reader wonld
easily infer, that such a farrago of calumnious in-
sinuation and vituperation oould injare nobody but
the writer.

It seems, however, that the Republican ¢ Execu-
tive Congressional Committee,” ‘appointed to direct
the operations of the pending Presidential contest
from this city, have judged that the contents of this
volume, in spite of its garbage—perhaps they were
attraoted by its noisome odor—have judged that it
farnishes materials good enough for popular use as
“a oampaign document,” and the ‘review” of
Gen. Barnard has therefore been condensed for
their use, by hisown orsome other serviceable hand,
into & political pamphlet, whioh they are dissomi-
nating throughout the country, in order, if possi-
ble, to poison the popular mind. The bane oar-
ries with it & sufficient antidote in the very viru-
lenoe of its nature and in the exaggeration of its
messure, a3 large doses of certain poisons are said
sometimes to neutralize their delstorious tendencies
by the very excess in which they are administered.
But since the “ review” of Gen. Barnard is daily
finding its way in the shape of “a campaign docu-
ment” to multitudes who may not bo apprized of
its eharaoter, or the charaster of its writer, it may
be worth while, in tho eanse of historieal truth as
well as of political fairness, to place both in their

. true aspeot before the public.

" As this work professos to treat on “the Penin-
sular Campaign and its Antecedonts,” it will be
interesting to know what are some of the “ante-
cedents”” of this Gen. Barnard which qualify him
tor the task of slandering General MoClellan.
He was, it will be remembered, the Chief Engi.
neer of the Army of the Potomao while it was nn«
der the command of Gen. MoClellan, during the
winter of 1861-’62, and during: the whole of the
Peninsular onmpaign. - While acting in this oa-
pacity he was necessarily entrusted by Gen. Mo-
Olellan with large responsibilities, and the advico
which in this capacity he gave to his commander,
if believed to be inspired by the intelliger.co as-
eribed to him in his profession, was naturally such
advice as would largely inflaence the determins-
tion of Gen. MoClellan. The commander must
perforoe depend on his ohief engincer fof’ much
specia] information that shall be decisive of his

fiona

[

practicability or expediency of military movements
in partioular directions. Gen. MoClellan, it seems,
relied scmetimes upon the professional opinions of
Gen. Barnard in forming his oonclusions, and for
thus trusting him this officer now chargés Gen.
McClellan with nothing less than manifest inca-
pacity. He appears to think that Gen. MoClel-
lan should have known at the time €hat his advice
was utterly worthless, and that as such it should
not have been allowed sny weight in deciding
military questions. -

For instance, in bis *review,” Gen. Barnard
imputes it as » fault to Gen. McClellan that he
allowed “the blockade of the Potomac” to take
place and to endure during the winter of 1861-62.
He omits to state that it was partly by his advice,
given in his profassional character as an engineer,
that the sttempt to dislodge the enemy from his
positions on the Potomac was not made. To this
effect he wrote :

“The operation involves the forcing of & very strong

line of defence of the enemy, and all that we would bave

to do if we were really opening a campaign agaiost them
there. It is true we lo:t” to foroe this line by turning it,
by landing on Freestone point. With reason to believe

at this may be successful, it cannot be denied that it in-
volves o risk of failure. Shouid we, then, considering all
the which may be inveolved, enter into the opers-
tion wmerely to capture the Potomac batteries? [ think
m.ll

So also Ger. Barnard complains in his ¢ review”
that Gen. McClellan did not order an immediate at-
tack of the enemy’s works at Yorktown when he ar-
rived before them earlyin April, 1862. ““ As to the
propriety of sssaulting these lines,” he mow says,
¢if there ever was a case in which such a‘atep
was not merely justifiable and advisable, but de-
manded by the circumatances, it was surely this.”
All chances of the success of the campaign, he
says, ‘“ turned upon not being delayed at York-
town.” In his “official report,” written under
date of January 27, 1863, nearly a year after the
ocourrence of the event in question, he advances
the samo opinion. But in this political ¢ review”
he denies, what in his"official report he admits,
that the decision of Gen. McClellan not to order
an immediate attack was made in concurrence
with his ¢ professional” opinion given at the time.
Gen. McClellan having stated in his report that
the Chief Engineer of the Army of the Potomac
had “expressed the judgment that those works
could not with anyjreasonable certainty be carried
by essault,” Gen. Barnard now writes in his poli-
tical pamphlet that he ¢ believes there must be some
error in that assertion,” (p. 22,) forgetting that
every honest inquirer for truth, by turning to page
62 of his official report as printed by Van Noa-
trand, under the suthor’s superintendence, would
be able to read as follows :

“ However I may be committed lo any expression of pro.

t,) my opinion h‘:'“l: ﬁmng-: Yor! bgj:'n.m
have been assaulted.”

It will thus be seen that Gen.[Barnard Lere ac-
knowledges himself to have been committed by his
¢ professional opinion’ (given at the time) against
the expediency of making an sssault on the enemy’s
lines at Yorktown. In his “review,” now disse-
minated as a political document, he denies that he
ever gave such an opinion. In the year 1868 he
says he did give such a ¢ professional opinion’” but
that it was an crroneous one. In the year 1864 he
says, ‘‘ there must be some error in the assertion”
of Gen. McClellon that he gave such an opinion.
The reader oan easily perceive where the “ error”
lies.

In order to expose the utter recklessmess and
falsity of the representation which Gen. Barnard
now makes in first denying that hs ever advised
against reducing the enemy’s works at Yorktown
by a siege rather than by an asssult, and in then
blaming Gen. MoOClellan for takipg the former
course, we need but invite the atiention of our
readers to the following extract from his official re-
port, made to Gen. Totten under date of May 6,
1862. We quote from the report as published by
Van Nostrand, under the suthor’s supervision,
(p. 141:)

“The line is certaioly one of the most extensive known
to modern times. The eountry on both sides of the War-
wiek, from near Yorktown down, is a dense forest with

fawcmt;.ltmum , and the roads im
duriog the beavy raine we have continuslly had, except
where our own

bors had corduroyed them. If we eould

have broken the enamy's line across the isthmus we could

have invested Yorktown, and it must, with its garrison,

:::l: ”::.no' : Lnt:.oltr hof lﬂ .l” “luilh “pmnﬂi-
- ering (he st that line, a

of handling our forces, (m to the impracticable character

the country,) to do 0. If we eou'd take Yorktown, or

rive the mwt of Yorktown, the enemy’s lines were
0

no longer . This we cou!d do by siege operations,
and the result was in my mind a certainty. Nt was deemed
too ’ruardm to attempt the reduction of the place by as
u' .'.

And with what face this engineer can now pre-
sume to make it a reproach to Gen. McClellan that
he preferred to reduce these works by siege rather
than by a direct and immediste assault may be
read in the closing words of this same report, writ-
ten on the 6th of May, 1862, when the siege had
just closed, and when besider, its eventas being fresh
in his mind, he had no motive to misrepresent
them. Ho then wrote:

“The ioreinlbof such line with so little loss is, in iteell,
an exploit less brillisnt, perhaps, but more worthy of study,
than would have beem a murderous assault, even if it had

proved guccessful.”

Now, let this language, written by Gen. Barnard
in May, 1862, under the sanction of his official
character, be compared with the language held in
his ““ review,” and the reader can draw his own
inferences #s readily as we can state them.

Col Lecomte, of the Swiss army, who served
through the Peninsula campaign on the staff of the
Army of the Potomao, in referring to the self-
contradiotions of this officer, says: “We are
the more astonished at this retrospective confi-
dence of Gien. Barnard becanse wo believe that
the engineers who were with him, and he himself,
expressed very different opinions on the spot”’
What will be the ‘ astonishment”” of this gallant
officor when he learas that Gen. Barnard now denies

that he ever expressed any such opinion, though he

has confessed, in his official report of January 27,

conduot in critical questions that relate to the
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1863, that he had previously “ committed”’ him-
self professions lly on the subject against the ¢ re-
trospective cor ifidence’” he then entertained, to use
the phrase of ( Jol. Lecomte, as keen in the satire it
conveys as it i 3 fine in point of expression.,

Nor is thiis the only specimen of Gen. Bar-
nard’s “retro speotive” ssgacity. In his official
report, writte: 1 in the year 1863, afier Gen. Mo~
Clellan’s remc val from command, he designates as
a great blund er the omission to open our batteries
at Yorktown ss fast a8 they were completed, He
gays:

“The siege haviog been determived upon, we should
have opened ou r batteries on the place as fast as they were
completed. Ti e effect on the troops would have been in-
spiring. It wo nld have lightened the siege and shortened
our labors; an I, besides, we wonld have bad the eredit of
driving the en emy from Yorktown by force of arms,

whereas, as it ' was, we only indueed him to evacuate for
prudeatial reas: ns.”

When he v ras under examination by the  War
Committee” on the 25th of February, 1863—xs
month after ¢ he date of his official report—Gen.
Barnard expl ained the origin of this blunder as
follows. We quote from Vol. I. of the War Qom-
mittee’s repor't, p. 398

“ Question. \Nhy were not our batteries openad aa fust
a3 completed ?

“Gen. BARN. \RD. The idea was to a produce more com-
plete effect whe n they were opened.

“Question. \Nhose ides was that 1

* Gen. BARN ARD. I caonot ssy. I suppose the error of
not doing it belimgs as much to me as to any lody else

The idea was tc) get the batteries all 1eady, aud produce a
decisive effeot 2it once when they should be opened.”

The reader is mow prepared to appreciate how
much weight should be given to the accusations of
this military engineer turned political reviewer.
If the Commanding General erred in the course he
pursued on «certain occasions, it was perhaps be-
oause he gave too much weight to the counsels of
his chief ergineer at the only time when those
counsels couid possibly be of any use to him in
determining his military conduct. It may be that
Gen. McClellan overrated the capacity of Gen.
Barnard. It is certain that Gen. Barnard thinks
80, for he blames Gen. McClellan most vehemently
for taking his advice)when he should have known bet-
ter than to do so. It undoubtedly was a grievous
misfortune to Gen. McClellan that in the conduct
of his military operations on the Peninsuls, during
the spring and summer of 1562, he was compelled
to follow the advice of Gen. Barnard, ss given at
the time from day to day, rather than the pluperfect
wisdom contained in his report written in the year
1868, after Gen. McClellan had gone into retire-
ment under the disfavor of our military authorities.

We have thus sufficiently exposed the palpable
contradictions which exist between the ¢ profes-
sional opinions” of Geen. Barnard as compared with
his ¢ official report,”” published in January, 1863,
after Gen. MoClellan had been removed from com-
mand, with no probability of his restoration to fa-
vor under the present Administration, and still
more as compared with his  campaign document”’
disseminated by the Republican Executive Com-
mittee in this city. The exhibition we have made
is _a sad one, but it was necessary to the vindica-
tion of truth and to the defence of our recent mili-
tary history from perversions having their origin
in political rancor, and obvioualy inspired by com-
plaisance towards official superiors who have favors
to grant and promotions to bestow. How far such
political rancor and such complaisance have given
color and complexion to the views of Gen. Barnard
the reader shall judge for himself from the evi-
denoce we have already advanced and from that
which we next proceed to adduce.

In the preface of the “review”” containing this
gross personal attack on the private as well as the
military character of his former commander, Gen.
Barnard writes as follows, after alluding to the
disheartened ocondition of our affairs on the lat
of January, 1863, when the Army of the Potomac
had just been led by Gen. Burnside to unavailing
slaughter at Fredericksburg :

* Men did not feel dismayed because they doubted the
ability of the nation to carry on the stru,gle to a success-
ful issus, but beoause, for the time, the power of the nation
was partially paralyzed. Yet there never was a moment
when the public safety, and the safety of the common cause,
more urgeutly demanded the exeriion of sll the nation's
strength. Why, theo, did men doubt? Where was the
origin of this paralysis? It was in the charge, audacionsly
made, impudently persisted in, that to the blunders and in-
capacity of the Administraiion all ouwr disasters were due;
that with such i u ltlbcbud:{‘.cfainur resour-
ces, though they were poured forth like water, would, like
water, too, be spilt on the ground. Meu will eacrifice much
in great emergeuncies, but they never will give their lives
or their money merely that such treasures may be igno-
rantly or wautonly wasted.

. 'l{lﬂ MoClellan but had Ais way, had ke not been in-
* terfered with ; had not his army been reduced and taken
 away from him, and his movements in a thousand ways
‘ ha and balked ; had he, in short, had the sole control
¢ of military affairs, all would h.ve been difforent. Rich-
* mond w have been ours, the rebellicn would have been
¢ subdusd, and, instead of disaster and prolonged war, a
* triumphant peace might have been our happier lob.’ . . . .

“The Admivistration thus was, for better
worse, the constituted qnc{ through which the war, if
it ware to be earried on st all, must be conducted. That
:}a:hmnoth::red. 13: men who weakened the arm

nation's war making power just to that degres
- the nation’s rause. 'l‘hrelin the question of
Gen. McClellan's responsibility for the disasters ceased to
be a meve abstract question about which men might differ
without prejudios to the public interests; it becawe a
national question, and one of vast import.

** It was under such circumstances thal, in wriling an offi-
einl report, at the n&;l;l of Gen. McClellan himpelf, of
the engineering operal of the Army of the Potomae, 1
deewed it my duty to state what I believed to be the
sources of failure of the oampaign of the Peniosuln. The
opinions therein rritten down were no aft . Six
months before I had formed them, and when | at all,
(which I did not do ,) expressed them. 1 formed
them fully, relu y, at a when political ques
tions not become involoed this subject, and no such
causes existed to influence in ninum my judgment, 1t
waa at & period when for Gen. MoClellan 1 entertained the
warmest personal regard—a feeling which I distinetly and
linefolgsxpuud in writing on leaving him in Auguet,
1862, ith no man have 1 ever, with & more abwsolute
freedom from any other feeling than one of personal ind-
ness, been so long olosely ted, and if, st any moment,
there seemed to me to exist some slight grounda for ecom-

laint, they were never such as to be remembered, or to
ave any abiding place in my bresat.

“ But there are cases feelings must

in whioh
be allowed little nlflt. The nies of pations cannot
be trifled with, and in all that affacts them oconviations of

S

truth must be uttered. The of the ring
Operations of the Army of the a0, and state-
ments ofnlhuopqu. are the utterances I am constrained

to make.

We wish the reader to analyze these statements,
beosuse we intend to weigh them in the balancos
and mark them sccording to the degreo in which

they shall be seon to correspond with the truth.

i

And there shall be no dispute about the equity of
our judgments, for Gen. Barnard shall furnish both
the scales and the weights used in our inquiry,
The statements, then, which he here makes are
a8 follows : That the charge which was commonly
made at the opening of the year 1863 to the effoot
that the Administration was responsible for the
disasters that bad befallen our arms in Virginia
and elsewhere was a oharge “ audaciowsly made
and impudently persisted in ;" that thus and then
to denounce the Administration for * incapacity at
the head of affairs’” was not only “ audacious” and
“impudent,” but impolitic and unpatriotic, beside
being false, heesuse the Administration was the
constituted organ through which the war was to
be carried on if at all, and to assail it on such
grounds was ‘“to weaken the arm of the nation’s
sole war-making power ;" that it was under such
circumstanoes and with such impressions that he
wrote his “official report,” diftering so essentially
from his “ professional opinions” given in the field
during the campaign; that the opinions written
down in his “official report,” though thus contra-
ry to his  profession:l opinions given” on the
ficld during the campaign,were ¢ no afterthoughts,”
but that he had formed and exprossed the same
opinions six months before the date of that report,
and that therefore, whatever may have been the
“ circumstances’ under which the offioial report
was written, he had formed the opinions avowed in
it at a period *“ when political questions had not
become involved with this subjeet.”
We proceed to examine cach of these averments,
and that we may do so in & way to whioh General
Barnard oan interpose no objection, we beg to re-
mind our readers that in the month of December,
1862, only a few weels before writing his official
report, Gen. Barnard addressed to Mr. Winrram
Heney HurnBerT, of New York city, the trans-
lator of the pamphlot of the Prince de Joinville,
(and then, we believe, conneoted with the New
York World,) a letter in which he held the follow-
ing emphatic language. The letter may bs found
in the New York World of January 17, 1863 :

% The officers who have gone over to the South were
Southerners by birth. While they have maintained their
own at the Academy, ia the service, and in the various
fields of warfure to which our little army hae beon called,
there was not afforded by their career or reputation the
least ground for attributing to them military or seientifie
superiority.

“ Their part io this war, considered in a purely military
point of view, bus been far the easieat. Their Government
has been & despotism, over which popular will or popular
eaprice bad no sway, and tbe bead of the Government
and of the military forces have been essentially one and
identical.

.** Their part in this warlare has been a defensive one—a
part which has finn them incaloulable advantages. Oe-
amrg s centrs npmitmn. and possessing in their railroads
(built mainly by Northern eapital) great facilities for con-
centralion, they have had but to wsit uutil our plans were
developed and pul in execution, and then, owiog to the
enormous hindreoces arising from our necsssarily im
feot organizstion and 1|i:ui ine, and the difficulties of the
country in which we must operate, they have been able
debberately to propare their ground and to concentrats all
their means to receive us.

“ It is probable that srmies of such magaitude wers
pever before (in modern times) opposed to each other in a
country #o wooded and of such impassable roads as that in
which hss been our theatre of war, sod nons but those
who bhave experienced them osn well apprecisto the enor-
mous ndvaotages which these circumstsoces econfer upon
the defence—the difficullies thrown upon the offensive. In
the recent campaign against Richmond it may be eaid that
we never saw the army t> which we were cpposed, nor
could we judge with avy approach to accurasy whers it
was and how disposed. Hence the hesitation in attacking
an enemy iwhose bers and dispositions are unknown
In place of the unity of purpose and iron will in exeeution
which have been the advantsga of the Confederate military
operations, we have been permilted to have mo single wiil
to rule, nv unity of plan or purpose.” Not only docs this
aj to the direction of military operations, but even to the

ects of the war, to the appointment of the Generals to
command. Political or sectional influences have disturbed
our counsels or frustrated our plans. The army of General
McClellan was no sooner pushed into the field than it was
divided under five different commanders, each independent
of the other.

“If we have seen no indication as yet of that command-
ing ability and fores of will which would, if left untram-
melled, create unity of action and give voom for skill in
execution, (qualities certainly possessed by the kead of the
rebel Government,) we should at least remember Napo-
leon’s aphorismn, that one bad Genersl is better than two
good ones, independent of each other, and actiog in the
same theatre of war.”

Thus wrote Gen. Barnard in the month of De-
cember, 1862, a few wocks before he wrote his
official report, which bears date January 27, 1863,
Now, let us compare these statements with those
contained in that report, and still more particularly
with the averments made in his *“review,” which
is now circulating as a campaign document.
The first averment, then, which he makes in
the preface of the latter, is that the oharge so
common at the opening of the year 1863, to the
effeot that the Administration was responsible for
the disasters that had befallen our arms in Virginia
and elsewhere, was a charge ‘““audaciously made”
and “impudently persisted in.”” The reader will
observe that in bis letter to Mr. Hurlbert, written
at this very period, Gen. Barnard had the auda-
city to make this very charge. ‘¢ Pulitical or
sectiomal influences,” he THRN sid, ‘‘have dis-
turbed owr counsels or frustrated our plans.”
The neeond avermont, contained in the preface
to his roview, is that those who complained of the
Administration for ““inospacity at the head of
affairs’”” were oriminal in their want of patriotism,
becsuse they weakened the arm of the nation’s sole
war-making power.” Gen. Barnard, in his letter
to Mr. Hurlbert, made this very complaint, and
actually had the impudence to institate a compari-
son between Mr. Lincoln and Jeff. Davis, to the
disadvantage of the former, tracing our want of
suceess to the want of ‘' unity of action and skill
in excoution”— qualities,” he suggests, “ocer-
tainly possessed by the head of the rebel Govern-
ment.”’
(ien. Barnard avers in his review that he wrote
his official roport under date of January 27, 1863,
with certain impressions which we see he did not
entertain a foew weeks before, when he wrote to
Mr. Hurlbert, giving an entirely difforent expla-
nation of our military failures, in the fact that our
Generals were not left ““untrammelled” by the
President, and that their “plans” were “ frustra-
ted by political or sectional influcnces.”

(Gten. Barnard farther avors in his roview that
the opinions written down in his official report

under date of January 27, 1863, were ““no after-

thoughts,” but that he had formed and expressed
them six months before that date. We see, then,
that, if he had ¢ formed” such opinions six months
previously to January 27, 1868, his attack on the
Administration, contained in his letter to Mr.
Hurlbert, written in Deccmber, 1862, was as gratu-
itous a8 it was false, because it places him in the
attitude of making charges whioh he now says he
then felt to be 80 unjust that they could only be
“impudently made.”

In view of such transparent contradiotions every
reader must come to the conclusion that the testi.
mony of General Barnard can hereafter be held
credible only agsinst himself. His memory has
such a lack of tepacily (to use no strooger ex-
pression) that he cannot hold his mind to & con-
sistent statement of any transaction he is ealled
to revite under diffecent circumstances. What
wonder that he has been abduced by an eminent
citizen as a melancholy examile of those who
“fail to speak their honest comvictions whero
they have reason to suppose their undisguised con-
viotions will give offence to men in power?” In
his “review” he replies to this oharge of having
ehaped his official report to please the War Com-
mittee by saying that he was ¢ unconscious that
such a committee yet existed when he wrote the
report.”

By thus over-laboring the point he would seek to
establish Gen. Barnard produces on the mind of his
reader an impression directly contrary to what he
withes. He forgeta that there is a legal presump-
tion against men, quando se nimis purgitant. If
he bad simply denied the impeachment of his can-
dor such denial might have pessed for what it was
worth a3 a set-off againat the insinuation of his
critic. But when be asks us to accept his dis-
claimer on the ground that when he wrote hia offi-
cial report in January, 1863, he was not conscicus
that the War Committee was still in existence he
greatly impairs the eredibility of his affirmation by
over-taxiog our credulity. Not conseious in Jan-
uvary, 1863, that the War Committee still existed ?
Then we venture to say he was the only man of
any intelligence in the country who was uncon-
soious of the fact. Fur it was on the 20th of De-
ccmber, 1862, that the War Committee, acting un.
der a solemn resolution of both Houses of Con-
gress, procecded to Fredericksburg to inquire
into the disaster of the preceding 18th of that
month. And it was a week or two later that the
War Committee spread before the ocuntry the
result of their inquiries into that terrible blunder
The bureau of engineers was deeply interested in
the result of their investigations, and yet General
Barnard would bave us believe that when he wrote
his official repirt on the 27th of January, 1868,
in the very shadow of these investigations and
publications by the War Committee, he * was un-
conecious that the War Committee yet existed I”’
The mimie queen in the play of Hamlet ex-
claims :

‘“Nor earth to me give food nor heaven light !
Sport and repose lock from me, day and night '
“To desperation turn my trust and bhope!

And anchor’s cheer in prison be my scope,
Each opposite that blanks the face of joy

Meet what [ would bave well, and it deatroy !
Both hera, and hence, pursue me lasting strife !
If once a widow, ever I be wife.”

But though this vow of constancy was so *‘ deeply
sworn,” it did not produce upen the anditors the
desired impression, if we may judge from the eol-
loquy with which Shakespeare accompanies the
vehement gsseveration :

* Hamlet—Madame, how like you this play 1
“ Queen—The lady doth protest too. mux, methinks."

Lf Gen. Barnard had said that he wrote his re-
port “ out of his own mind,” we might have ere.
dited the statement, but when he says tbat in
writing it he * was unconscious the War Cowmittee
yet existed,” he makes a claim on our “ retrospec-
tive confidence” which we are only the less dis-
posed to honor because he ¢ protests too muoh.”
And here we leave this hapless engineer, in his
double capacity of military reviewer and politieal
pamphleteer. He meditated, doubtless, by, Lis un-
worthy assault on the military reputation of Gen.
McClellan, nothing less then the injury of that
officcr in the popular esteem ; but this is not the
firat ivstance in which those who meditate assassi-
nation succeed only in committing suicide. And,
as in olden times, under the stera rule of the
Foglish common law, the felo de s1 was baried on
the highway, with a stake run through his body,
we have thought it no more than just to impale
this offender with the shaft of truth, that ell may
see in the nature of his punishment tho quality of
his offonce.

THARKSGIVING.

We learn that the Presideat of the United
States has issued a proclamation appointicg the
last Thursday of November next as a day which he
desires to be observed asa day of thanksgiving.
This is the day usually set apart for that purpose
by the Governors of the differeat States, and we
doubt not it will ba generally observed now, as in
former years.

Admiral Porter communicates to the Navy Department

‘the eapture of the steamer Nando, s blockade-ronaer of

six hundred tons, with a cargo conwistiog of 550 bsles of
cotton. The capture was made by the Uniled States
steamer Fort Jackaon.

The next number of the North American Review will
appear under new anspices, and will bear the imprint of
Tieknor & Fields, that well-koown firm baviog assumed ita
publieation for the future. The editorial management will
be wnehanged—Mr. Norton and Mr. Lowell retaining the
positions they now fill.

The following in reported by Capt. Harriscn, Gen.
White’s brigade inspeotor, a1 & achedule of property and:
prisonera captared by the Second Brigade, brevet Brigs-
dier Gen. Devin commanding, (of the Firet Cawalry Di-
vision, Brigadier General Merritt commuanding,) in the
batile near Strasburg, Virginis, October 19, 1864: 22
pioces of artillery, 8 eaissons, 30 ambulances, 29 army
waguns, 117 borses, 143 mules, 2 atands of colors, 1 guidon,

353 prisoners, and a large number of small arms.
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THE PRESIDENTIAL OAMPAIGN

SPEECH OF HON. ROBERT C. WINTHROP,
AT NEW LONDON, (0T.)
FOR A CHANGE OF ADMINISTRATION.

: We learn that the largest political meoting ever beld in
New London (Conn.) was eonvenad in that oity on Tues
day evening, to listen to an address from tha Hon. RopeRT
C. _Wll‘rultor, of Mnassohusetts. Lewrencs Hall, {o
wlueh' the mesting was beld, was arowded to ita utmost
capaoity, and bumbers were unable to obtsin entrangn,
After the mesting bad been organized, the Hon ABieL
CONVERSE, who was appointed to preside, introduced tho
spesker of the evenng by ihe following brief specech:
Fellow. citizens, we are to night honored with the pra
sence of a distinguished geotleman who aaturslly turos 1o
New Loudon as the birthplase of bis fatier, sod (he bome
of along live of ancestors; a gentlemsn whose elegaut
culturs and enlightened statesmansbip have wads him s
oationsl, nay, a world wide reputation ; & geotlawan whe
iu the better days of the Republic was a leadirg spirit in
the national Whig party ; a geotleman who to-nigh stag ts
with us shoulder to shoulder in the ranks nf the only gun.
stitutional snd Union party of the conatry, [appluisr]— ha
E;rty who proposes to place 1 the .t'ru.rd%nti:l e

eorge B. McClellan. [Applause ] Fellow-cit 210, auuw
me to present to you the Hoo. Rosert C. Wiathrop,

MRE. WINTHROP'S BPEECH.
Mr. WINTHROP was grested with applanse as he roge
on the platform, and proceeded to speak as fillows

FeLrow.-Cimzexs: I am desply sersibls to tts kind-
oees aud the cowpliment of thie r-ception. I thauk you
for this inspiring welcome to your ecity. I hive eows a:
your requeat to acdress you un toe great subj-o: which 15
uppermust in al! our minds ard in all cur hvearts, [ -m
bere tor no purpose of drolamation or display. 1 sm h-re
to appesl to vo prejudices ur paesiocs N - nris of rhatorls
can meet the exigrucies of this bour. 1f I were evor gs.
psble of hem, I abandon and disonrd them all thnight. I
am heie noly frum & deep seoee of ths duty whch rents
upon each ons of us to contribute what we can, by ward
or by deed. for a suffering, bleeding country. Comp-lled,
by engegements or by my hoalth, 10 re uie a ba dred o hae
invitations, 1 could nut reels. the appest which way wade
to me from New London. Aud if any woid of mime wey
ba thought wortby of being hstened to or regarded, n
Coouecticut or elsewhera, thers 18 vo place from whicl it
may more fitly go furth thap fron 1his old and hivored
heme of my fathers. [Applanse ]

1t is a time, [ am aware, my friends, whon the beet and
wisest and most patriohe msn may diff-r wnd do differ
widely f:om each other. I would cast no reprosches up o
my vppouents. 1 du not forget the reprosches waish bave
beea « ast upon myself from enme quariers, but [ have oo
hewrt fur bandying persoocaliti=s ut & period like this I
puss by sil such matiers as uoworthy of s moweot’s co i
deration. Or ratber let me say they pa« by me like ths
idle wind. Th-air,indeed, is full of them. # rhitrary and
arrogant sssumptions ol superior patrionem sod loyaiiy—
coarse and malicious representativns and ‘mputativns—op-
probrious sod iosuiting pames and epithets, often appli-d
by men who might well be conseivus toat nobudy dea rves
them so much as themselves—the air is full of them. Th-y
come swarmiog up from stump aod rostrum and press and
platfirm. We meet them at every tura. Lt us oic re-
tort them. Let us uot resent them. Let no ons by aoy
meaos be tempted or provuked by them iotv ac s of veo-
gennce or vivlenoce, Let us simply overwbelm them with
contempt, aud pass oo, unawed nud usintimidated, ¢ the
daclurativus of our owao hon &t opl ions, sod £ Lhe a<goes
tion and ex- reise of our rights ne ireemesn  [ApLuuse ]
Let us imitate the exawple of vur vwa nedie eaudirate,
whose quiot endursoce of injustice and esluwuy bis been
one of the most beautiful iliustrationg ol bis characi r, snd
has won fur bim a respeet which will outlive e ephewe-
ral notoriety of his revilers. Qur country ealis st (20
moment fur the best thuughts, the biav-s. counsel: lue
freest utteranc:s, the most unhestating dsvolive of eiey
one of her sons. Let us compare our optuin.e witn + aei
other houently, Indeopecdently, feaclessly ; nod et no mag
shrink from fullowing his owa conepieutious oovictiulle,
wherever they may lead him.

THE MOMESNTOUS 1SSUE AT STAKG.

It may be a mizfurtune, fullow-cit.gens, that & new alas-
tion of our pstional rulers shou'd have cums upon us pre-
cisely at this moment. We wouid all glacly keep our eyen
steadly fixed upon our oountry's , &8 il waves and
wavers upon yonder batile flelds. We would wiiliogly
follow Ite gallant supporters, in the conflicts in which they
are engaged, with undivided and unioterrupied sympaibics.
But 1t is cot in our power to E’oltpone the tiwe appointed
for our great political struggle. The Constituticn of tue
United States has fixed that time unalterably aod nothie
ramnios for ue but to discharge vur duties as iotelligent so
respunsible citizens, A great, s tremeudoas respon 1bility
eertsinly is upoo us. 'When the vites of the people uf tne
United States—your votes snd mice emong tuem=—shall
have once decided the question, by what party and vpon
what prioeiples aud policy the Natooal Governme.t snall
be administered for the next four years, they will have de-
termined, under God, tho dostinies of our eonotry for vn-
born generationa. Do one in he senses can deubt tuat the
results of the Administration of the next four yesrs will
be decisive of the fate of this Bepublio Within that pe-
ricd the Unii nn is to bs saved or lost. Withia toat period
the Constitution is to be vindieated or overthrown With.
in that period the old flag of our fathers is o bo re.
advanced in triumph over all the Bta.es of which it has
ever been, or ever borne, the emblem; or, rent la twan
aod shorn of balf its lustre, it is to droop over & divided
land. 1If the stake of the impending conlset, my frievds,
were aoy tuing less than this, if any thing less or oy tbiog
other than the rescus of the Union and the ssivatlon of tha
Republic were to be the result of this election, wa wight
well hesitate about enteriug into a politieal struggls and
arrayiog ourselves against su exicting Admioistravon ina
tice of eivil war. Isut with such nu issue of oaticosl iife
or natioonl death before vs, thern ought to be, there caa
be, o hemtation of the part of nny pstriotlo eitizen,
Every one of us, young and old, is oal.ed upon by oupeije-
rations from which thers can be no sppeal, by voligativoa
from which there ono be no escupe, to form o carelul, dis-
passionate, eonsc.eotious opinion as to he owo io dvidusl
duty, aad then to perform that duty witnout fiwehiag or
ialtering. We may.be pardoned for aa buuest mistale.
We may be execuscd for an ercor of judgmout, But we cag
never be excused, before men or bewrs God, for staodiog
nentral snd deing vuthing ‘U'nere is uo exewmptivu fiom
tuis warfure Not only sboold 10 be written oo every wau's
torebesd what he 1hinks of the Republic; bu: uv m.a
shouid give sleep to his eyes or sluwbor (0 bis eycilde
without sskiog bicecll: Whoat can I do for my ovuar y1
How esn [ exercise that wost precivus of all priviegos,
tuat greatest of all rizhts, the ei-oiive feancbise, lu 8 way
to rescue her from ths dangers by woloa sbe s eucom»
passed 1 [Applauee. ]

: GUATITUDE FOR YICTORIES.

And pow, my fr.en.s, hs Gra vmotion which belen s to
thees occanions of nss.mbliog ourseives togeiber, aud the
uns to which we are all sud slways @Ol eager Lo give ¢x
pression, s that of | y and gladuess wud graiicnds lor toe
signal succesees wiich huave beed receutly vuuchsaled to
our arms [Cheers ] Most sigual they Gorisiny tave
bean, It cunuot be deuied that, moos ths gumiva 1a of
Gen, McCiclinu was promulgated at Uoicago, [tloud cbesr ]
the military sepect of vuc allairs bas bouva ¥ eally lw
pruved, Lbe gilisot sherman, st Atlsnin, [ beeis,] sud
the dariog sud uashivg Shernoan, 10 the Buevaudush Vai vy,
[checra,] have achicved victores of viial 1wpurives .0
toe causo of Lhs Unlon; aud wost heartlly woud we uclie
with our fellow citigens of all pmities o pajiug & Wwell
earned tribute of respect and asmirstiva fo ko ¢ Wwans
ders snd to the soldiers who bave b.eo lostrumed.al ig
accomplishiog thews gloilous results. [Appinuee.] We
are wld, indeed, that all Lhess viotories sie {wpairiug the
prospects of out own political success, sod d winishiog tae
chsuoes of Gen. McCledsu's election to the Presid-ucy.
[ Laughter ] But we rejuice in them all nutwithetaudivg,
and thavk God for toem w.th undivided hearte. [** Xes,
yes,"] The more of them the beitsr, whatever sy ba
the.r influsnce on the election before ur. W are conteut
to be so deteated—if that bo their I+ glamate, or eve. their
illegitimate, resuit—we Are more thau coutens, [ venture
to say tuat vur duble oandidate would n joce aa beaculy
as President Liueoln hunselt at every success of our nrws,
even should the consequence be to leave bim wilhout &
siogle eloctoral voie. e had rather «ee his couvtry
saved, sod the Union restored, and the Coostl utia
rescued, than to teoure the highest honor for nmiwsell
which it is io the power of man w bostow. Let us con
gratulats him, and iet us congratulate eagn cther—for w0
uave & right 8o to do—that bis nomioation bas rous-d od
Admuistestion to new effurts. Lt us rejuice tast Elf.v
army has been spurred on to redeem tae faliured of the
civil poliey of the Admicistestion. [Cheors ] The sup-
porters of Gen. MeClellan may weu be sauied—even
sbould they sccomplish nothing more—w:th haviog gieed
AD impulss to the prossoution of the war, which nut vniy
affords the best promise of military success in the usu.e,
but which has alresay given ao glorions 8a esraest of e

fulfilment of that promise.
[ Continued on the fourth pege.)




